Parliament and the Judiciary
and an Act of Parliament amended ^ the difficulties that
seemed likely to result from Qvertoun v. Assembly of the
Free Church of Scotland.*
Ever since the Revolution of 1688 the independence
and incorruptibility of British judges has been beyond
dispute in this country. There have been harsh judges
and stupid judges; there have been cynics on the Bench
and an occasional figure, like Mr. Justice Grantham,*
whose prejudice in a case of political flavour was so
marked as to be matter for serious concern. There have
been judges — since there is still no retiring age — who
have remained on the Court long after it was painfully
apparent to the interested public that their powers were
inadequate to their function. It is nevertheless true to
say that, with the single exception of Lord Macclesfield,
the integrity of no English judge has been open to
suspicion after his appointment to the Bench at least
since the Act of Settlement. Even the exhibition of
prejudice of an open kind must be regarded as minimal
in character- for not half-a-dozen times in that period has
judicial conduct been the subject of debate in Parlia-
ment.
It is, nevertheless, important to realize that the rela-
tion between the legislature and the judiciary is not, and
cannot be, a static one* Judges are not separated from the
rest of mankind. They are part of, and affected by, the
mental climate of the generation to which they belong.
They share in the characteristic beliefs by which their age
is dominated. A majority of them, in the last hundred
years, have played a part in the political life of the coun-
try; and these have been the men mostly selected for the
. 5*5-
» Cf. Mr. Asquith's remarks 2* Hansard (5 series), i. 911, p. j££j and see
160 Ibid. (4 series), 1906, p. 370.
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